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Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or 
proceeding. 



Commissioner for Patents 

The reply filed on 17 October 2007 is not fully responsive to the prior Office Action because of the following omission(s) or 
matter(s): Applicant's arguments fail to comply with 37 CFR 1 . 1 1 1 (b) because they amount to a general allegation that the claims 
define a patentable invention without specifically pointing out how the language of the claims patentably distinguishes them from the 
references. 

Applicant's arguments (see, e.g., page 5, lines 1-16) merely state what limitations the claims require by repeating the claim 
limitations and then stating the conclusion that the prior art does not disclose those limitations. Rule 37 CFR 1.1 1 1(b) requires that 
applicant MUST "distinctly and specifically point out errors" in the examiner's action. Also, arguments or conclusions of the attorney 
cannot take the place of evidence. In re Cole, 51 CCPA 919, 326 F.2d 769, 140 USPQ 230 (1964); In re Schulze, 52 CCPA 1422, 346 
F.2d600, 145 USPQ 716 (1965); Meitzner v.Mindick, 549 F.2d 775, 193 USPQ 17 (CCPA 1977). 

In addition, Applicant should specifically show where support can be found in the specification for the newly added claim 
limitations to establish that no new matter has been added. 

Since the above-mentioned reply appears to be bona fide, applicant is given ONE (1) MONTH or THIRTY (30) DAYS 
from the mailing date of this notice, whichever is longer, within which to supply the omission or correction in order to avoid 
abandonment. EXTENSIONS OF THIS TIME PERIOD MAY BE GRANTED UNDER 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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